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Dear Harold, 

I am terribly grateful for your thorough and thoughtful 
response to my letter of the 10th. Indeed, please use a tape 
in responding to my questions. I apologize for not thinking 
of that. I am enclosing some blank tape cassettes and mailers 
for your use in the future. I know how precious your time is, 
and I do not want to do anything to abuse your cordial willing- 
ness to help. me on my book. 

We'll talk about the FBI business at whatever length you 
desire. I have seen the internal Bureau memos released in re- 
cent years that suggest a coziness between the magazine and 
the FBI. I am not privy to what the FBI might have given the 
magazine over the years, but I can tell you absolutely that I 
have never been the recipient of anything from the FBI other 
than the sort of confidential source material that any reporter 
works so hard to develop. I remind you of my book on Nick Shadrin, 
which could never be thought to have the Bureau blessings. Same 
on the Fedora-Nosenko article. And did you ever see my piece on 
William Kampiles? I report to our New York headquarters, the 
only RD office I've ever worked out of. I consider the bureau 
chief of RD's Washington office. Bill Schulz, a long-time per- 
sonal friend, but we have never worked on a story together 
simply because my editor is in New York. I can also say abso- 
lutely that never in my own experience at RD has anyone asked 
me to tone something down or change it around for any reason 
other than the normal editorial flux that goes on between editors 
and writers. It just hasn't happened. In return for what I 
consider first-class treatment by the magazine, I naturally 
feel a loyalty. While I might not embrace whole-heartedly some 
of Epstein's work for RD, I do not feel compelled to get on a 
podium about it. I abhor every single error in Legend, but it 
certainly is not alone among assassination books for getting 
the facts balled up. I hope that we can talk about Nosenko, 
for I do not automatically embrace the Epstein version of that. 

I honestly do not know what to make of the chap. One thing I 
do ask, respectfully, is that you please not make any assumptions 
that I follow Epstein in any manner. I worked very hard on 
Legend in areas that had nothing to do with Nosenko. Let it suffice 
for me to say, however immodestly, that I was able to catch a 
couple of errors and keep them from being printed in tfyk book, 
and to that extent I am gratified. 
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There's not much more I can say than this in terms of 
the unfettered nature of what I am trying to do in this book. 

It is important, though, to me for you to understand that it 
can well develop that for all sorts of reasons this book might 
take a different course from the one you might feel is the most 
important. One factor I'm keeping firmly in mind — and one that 
just might seem irresponsible from your (viewpoint and that of 
other highly responsible critics and writers who have paved the 
way — is that I want to reach our general audience. This book is 
to be a review of sorts, a look at the work that has been done 
privately by so many over the past two decades that so convincing- 
ly suggests that the truth still is not known. Such an approach 
does not leave room for 75 pages on, for example, the ins and 
outs of the acoustics debate. Whole books will be written on 
that, but I must relate it as quickly and simply and as interest- 
ingly as possible. On the other hand, your on-going experiences 
would seem to deserve a much closer look, for they certainly 
suggest a continuing effort to conceal the truth. But even that 
must be told in a way that keeps a firm eye on the general 
audience. I hope it is not too maddening to you for me to say 
these things, but it is better said now than having a misunder- 
standing later. And I say them with an enormous admiration for 
what you have accomplished and are continuing to accomplish. This 
book would be impossible to attempt were it not for the work 
of you and the other responsible critics. And, by the way, let 
me say that it is not my aim to embrace any theory about what 
happened in Dallas. There seems to be a wealth of hard evidence 
to write about. My hope is to present a smattering of the most 
popular theories in reportorial fashion without lapsing into the 
debates swirling about each. 

Thank you for your comments on Kurtz. In reply, I hasten 
to add that, hell, all I'm really doing is using others' work. 

And I certainly will make that absolutely clear. Obviously, 
the book cannot become a tally sheet of who did what — really, 
cannot come even close to that, since the general public cares 
little. But I think a major part of the story is that private 
citizens have kept the flame going while the government has been 
trying to douse it from Day One. 

I appreciate your offer to let me come there with the re- 
searcher. I will be back to you about that, although I would 
like to see you myself before getting into that. (Between 
us, the researcher I've had in the past was so good they of 
course promoted her to doing something else. I can't tell yet 
ve got in the one assigned to check this book.) But it 
will* useful and time-conserving to do what you suggest, and I 
have it in mind. 

Enclosed is a copy of a draft of my chapter treating the 
Warren Commission. I would be deeply grateful if you could 
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look it over for accuracy and sense, particularly the area 
about the sequence of assassination books and articles. In- 
asmuch as this is a rough draft, I would mightily appreciate 
it if you would not copy it or show it. I know good and well 
that errors lurk there, but my usual approach is to seek help 
such as yours in getting it right. I hope, too, that this will 
give you an idea of how I hope to handle the material. What 
I move to after this chapter is a long series of blow-ups of 
matters such as the first one, which I am calling "Autopsy of 
the Century." If you are willing, I will be sending you along 
some other drafts as I get them in shape. 

I invite your full and frank commentary and criticism, 
to whatever extent you have time to help me. 

I might add that I am really not supposed to send out 
material in this form, but I place great faith in your repu- 
tation for trustworthiness, etc. I will show drafts to Bud 
and other mutual friends later, but I would like to keep this 
between us for now . Pl&ssJi fa 

I've asked the researcher to start work on finding qualified 
NAA people to review Guinn's work. 

Back to your letter: I am tantalized by the Frazier notes 
you have discovered. Do you plan to make use of that material? 

It is the sort of angle that interests me considerably. 

Re Marina and the tax return. I also discussed it with 
her but didn't get far. Mary Ferrell claims Marina has a 
dreadful hang-up about anyone she suspects as having Jewish 
heritage and pegged Bud as such and refused to trust him. Who 
knows. I'd rather you get that from Mary instead of from me, 
but she was talking about it quite openly when I was last in 
Dallas a few months ago. Since then, my researcher made a standard 
request of Marion Johnson for the tax return; I expected a turn- 
down. I got the turndown, but Johnson told the researcher that 
the NA had recently handed over the return to Marina but that 
it was done because she was a party to the return. Johnson 
explained the return was not released to the public. Inasmuch 
as I am quoting Johnson second-hand, I believe you should ask 
him directly about it. Gary Shaw has since told me that he has 
heard the return is clean as a whistle, though he had not seen 
it and did not attribute his impression. I would sure like to 
see it and know what you think of it. If Marina knows I want 
it, she will ask a fortune for it. 

On Hosty, I look forward to reviewing your files on the 
subject. 

Ruby and Shaw. The whole Garrison tangle is the worst 
one for me, though perhaps you are able to dismiss it completely. 
May I ask, what do you make of the Clinton business? I covered 
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civil rights in the South in the mid-sixties, and I know what 
intense interest there would be in such a car and in its occu- 
pants. The blacks and civil rights workers were as astute as 
ar^. intelligence operative in their powers of observation of 
honkies parked in big cars. Can Clinton be dismissed? And, if 
not, then what about the Garrison business? 

Thanks for the assessment on Torbett. I've since read that 
Penn Jones has identified him as having been his own lawyer, 
who has now died. I'd like to take a quick look at the papers, 

but I won't spend any time on it. 

I would sure like to be able to use Hoover's memo de- 
scribing Ford as "Toad!" I would never presume to use some- 

thing you have plans for, but I certainly do not mind crediting 
your work in return for something like that. 

Of course I would love to try to work in the Katzenbach 
material. It would fit well into my first chapter where I 
cite the Hoover memos and other items showing that the case 
was closed before the sun set in Dallas. The Katz, memo could 
add weight to that. 

Please use the tapes in responding to this. You cannot 
imagine how much I appreciate your willingness to help me. I 
fear greatly the possibility that your high standards of per- 
fection in your pursuits will lead to your impatience with my 
utilitarian efforts to wrench a respectable book from the mass 
of material. But, at least, I do not think you will find any 
effort on my part less than honest. 

With all good wishes, I remain, 

Sincerely yours, 

14 ^ . 

P.S.: I took my family to the Lynchburg airfield Sunday to see 
the Blue Angels, a thrilling sight. But right under our 
noses during the airshow was a Monarch butterfly. Indeed, 
its wings were so much like those on the turbo- jets being 
flown by the Navy. And the butterfly could make the same 
dips and turns as the Blue Angels, yet with none of the 
noise and with far more grace. It's nice to know that 
butterfly is every bit as amazing as the Blue Angels! 




